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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 7-8, 10-15, & 17 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Maekawa et al . 

Re claims 1, 4, 7-8, 10-13, 15, & 17, Maekawa et al 
discloses (Figures 4-9 and column 5, line 62 - column 10, line 
44; particularly column 5, line 64 - column 6, line 6; column 7, 
lines 12-16; and column 9, line 49-59) an arrangement in which a 
computer sends instructions to a printer which are executed by 
the printer to carry out print jobs (in which the printer 
generates a hard copy representation of data representing an 
image) , and the printer sends instructions (a status indication 
signal) which are executed by the computer to generate the 
display of a print status page that reflects this status 
indication signal. 

Re claim 3, the instructions are an "agent" of the printer, 
insofar as they are agents through which the computer generates 
a print status display in response to the printer's 
instructions . 

Re claim 14, Maekawa et al discloses (Figure 5) that the 
printer and computer are connected by a network. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 5-6, 9, 16, & 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Maekawa et al . 

Re claims 5-6, 9, 16, & 18-23, Maekawa et al does not 
disclose the specific recited formats for the instructions 
(HTML, Javascript, or C-Sharp code) or the print status page 
(Web page) . 

The selection of a particular known format for conveying or 
displaying information would be a selection among equivalents of 
a type judicially recognized as obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art unless the reason for selecting one equivalent over 
another was to solve an existent problem (In re Ruff, 118 USPQ 
343) . 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 11/28/05 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Re claims 1, 4, 7-8, 11-13, 15, & 17, Applicant argues 
(11/28/05 Response: page 8, line 21 - page 9, line 9; page 10, 
lines 3-12; page 11, lines 3-6 & 13-16; page 13, lines 9-15; 
page 14, lines 2-9 & 10-13; and page 15, lines 5 & 14-17) that 
Maekawa discloses a printer that transfers information, but not 
executable instructions, to an external computer. 
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However, it is not clear how the claim recitation of 
"executable instructions" distinguishes over the case where an 
item of information serves as an "instruction" to place a 
certain datum rather than another (i.e. to display the current 
status rather than the previous status) . 

Re claim 10, Applicant argues (11/28/05 Response: page 12, 
lines 6-15) that the "generic access request" of the present 
invention does not include the location of the target data that 
is to be accessed by a client in response to the request. 

However, the recitation of the "generic access request" in 
the present claim language is silent on the issue of the 
location of target data. Thus, it would be readable upon either 
the case where such target data was, or was not, included. 

Re claim 19, Applicant argues (11/28/05 Response: page 17, 
lines 8-13) that the art of record does not teach or suggest the 
display of data in a Web page format. 

As noted above, the use of one standard display format 
(e.g. HTML Web page format) rather than another (given that a 
page of some format is taught by the art of record) would be a 
substitution of equivalents of a type judicially recognized as 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Re claims 4-6, 8-10, & 13-18, Applicant argues (11/28/05 
Response: page 9, lines 13-15; page 11, lines 8-10 & 18-20; page 
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14, lines 11-15 & 17-19; page 15, lines 2-4 & 8-10; and page 16, 
lines 2-4, 7-9, & 12-14) that these claims are allowable for the 
same reasons as their respective parent claims. 

The arguments re these parent claims have been addressed 
above . 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 703-308-4357. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 
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Hand- carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 
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